
CALIFORNIA RECIONAL HATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD
SAN FRANCISCO BAY REGION

ORDER NO. 81-45

NPDES NO. CA0037800

REVISED HASTE DISCHARGE REQUIREHENTS FOR

SONOHA VALLEY COUNTY SANITATION DISTRICT
SONOHA COUNTY

The California Regional Water Quality Control Board, San Francisco Bay
Region, (hereinafter the Board) finds that:

L Sonoma Valley County Sanitation District (hereinafter referred
to as discharger) has requested revised Haste discharge require­
"lents under the National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System.
The discharger has completed a revised facilities plan, dated
January 1981, which recommends a dry wea t he.r agricultural water
reclamation project, with a discharge of up to 10,5 million
gallons per day (HGD) of secondary municipal effluent to Schell
Slough during the wet 'weather season.

2. The Board, on January 17, 1978 adopted Order No. 78-1 prescribing
waste discharge requirements for the discharger's treatment plant
located near Schellville, Sonoma County.. These requirements
contain discharge prohihitions and prescribe interim effluent
limitations for the limited secondary treatment plant.

3. The Board, on January 17, 1978 adopted Order No. 78-5, an
Enforcement Order for Issuance of a Time Schedule, for con­
struction of total reclamation facilities tncluding a treat­
ment plant designed for 3.0 million gallons per day (HCD) "'ith
we t wea t her equalization basins to handLe f Lows of up to 10.5
HGD, collection system improvements, and an effluent storage
and distribution system.. Treatment plant and collection
system improvements are present Ly comp Le t ed , The treatment
plant currently produces a secondary, nHrHied effluent.

4. The Board on April 17, 1979 adop t.ed Order No. 79-36 amending
Order No. 78-1 to prescribe revised interim effluent limitations
consistent vlith the interim plant's capability. As the treat­
ment plant improvements are now cornpLe t ed , Ln t erIrn effluent
standards are no longer necessary ..

5.. The discharger, in early 1979, requested reeonsideration of the
year around discharge probihition contained in the NPDES Permit
(Order No. 78-1) because of a lack of firm demand for all of the
wastewater to be generated and stored in a proposed reservoir ..
Further, financial constraints would not allaH for the construc­
tion of this costly total reclamation system, especially in
light of fluctuating demands for the reclaimed wat e r , The d Ls-:
charger has since studied alternative methods of compliance \'lith
the Hater Quality Control Plan (Basin Plan) "'ith the assistance of
Clean Hater Grant funds.
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